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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Madrak 
et al 5,948,477 in view of Sollinger et al 4,869,933, Hunger and Wallsten. 

Madrak et al teaches an apparatus comprising: nozzle for depositing coating on 
an application surface; a return trough or conduit or collector 4 for the active nozzle to 
collect undeposited coating back for recycling; a return funnel 5 for collecting 
undeposited coating from the return trough for return to the coating tank for recycling; 
and a locking system that provides direct and consistent locking of the return funnel to 
the return trough orientation for operating conditions wherein the locking system 
includes holding fixture 15 which supports funnel 5 and is attached to ridge support 1 1 
which supports trough 4. Madrak et al teaches the dispenser or nozzle to be used in his 
apparatus can exist in numerous variations in combination with a separate spreading 
device. Madrak et al fails to teach the dispensing implement or nozzle includes a 
leading edge, metering surface and end seals. However, Sollinger et al teaches a 
dispensing or nozzle assembly used in combination with a downstream spreading 
device for applying coating onto a moving paper web. Sollinger et al dispensing or 
nozzle assembly includes a leading edge 2 and a metering assembly surface and end 
seals (see column 3 lines 8-30). Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify the 
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Madrak et al apparatus by substituting its dispensing apparatus with another known 
dispensing or nozzle assembly used in combination with a downstream spreading 
device such as taught by Sollinger et al for the taught advantage of providing a 
controlled amount of coating on the web. Further, Madrak et al fails to teach to teach the 
recycling unit includes a coating tank. However, Madrak et al at column 4 lines 29-32 
teaches that material in its collector bin is transferred to a recycling unit. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to modify the Madrak et al apparatus by including a coating 
tank as part of a recycling unit since it is known in the art to transfer excess coating 
collected in a collecting means to a coating tank for recycling such as taught by Hunger 
and Wallsten for the obvious cost advantages of recycling coating. 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/13/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant's argument that the collector bin of Madrak et al is not a return funnel is 
found to be non-persuasive. Madrak et al at column 3 lines 47-49 teaches that the 
"collector bin features, for obvious purposes, a shape that resembles a tub, sink, tube, 
or something similar" and structural elements such as tubs, sinks and tubes have an 
inlet opening and an outlet opening. So given the above cited broad description of 
features of a collector bin given by Madrak et al, it is clear to one skilled in that Marak 
intended that his collector bin to encompass a wide variety of shapes of liquid collecting 
means including a funnel shaped collector bin 

Applicant's argument that Madrak et al's collector bin does not collect or conduct 
fluid to anywhere else such as a coating tank is found to be non-persuasive. Madrak et 
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al at column 4 lines 29-32 teaches that material in its collector bin is transferred to a 
recycling unit. Madrak et al fails to teach to teach the recycling unit includes a coating 
tank. However, it would have been obvious to modify the Madrak et al apparatus by 
including a coating tank as part of a recycling unit since it is known in the art to transfer 
excess coating collected in a collecting means to a coating tank for recycling such as 
taught by Hunger and Wallsten for the obvious cost advantage of doing so. 

Applicant's argument that Madrak et al teaches a drive mechanism causes 
support beam to swing downwards to cause the bin to be effectively discharged and 
therefore Madrak et al collector bin is not a funnel in which liquid is discharged from the 
bottom of the collector bin is found to be non-persuasive. First of all, it is noted that 
claim 44 is silent as to the liquid being discharged from a bottom opening of the funnel. 
In any event, the inclusion in Madrak et al of a support beam to swing downwards to 
effectively discharge the contents of the bin does not exclude the collector bin from 
having a bottom opening or orifice rather the tilting of the Madrak et al return collector or 
funnel enables one to more effectively discharge the contents of the collector bin by 
obviously draining the contents of the collector bin in a shorter amount of time than by 
draining the collector bin through its smaller exit opening. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Grandi at column 2 lines 24-28 teaches collector bin have a funnel shape. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Claims 13-22, 26-30 and 45-46 are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brenda A. Lamb whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1231 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday and Thursday- with 
alternate Wednesdays and Fridays off. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone 
are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Nadine Norton, can be reached on (571) 
272-1465. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an 
application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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